into battle
Amendment,1 it wotild not affect the life of the Government, but
it would make them act. It would make a forward movement of
real energy. We should get our Ministry of Supply, no doubt, but
much more than that we should get a feeling of renewed strength
and a prestige outside this country which would be of real service
and value. I think it right to put these points at the outset of my
observations. They are not meant in any spirit but that of one
who shares with hon. Gentlemen the perils of the country in which
we are all involved. This is no party question. It has nothing to
do with party. It is entirely an issue affecting the broad safety
of the nation,
In examining the Amendment which the Liberal Party have
placed upon the Paper and which has been laid before us in lucid
speeches, there are three main issues which require examination*
First, is the present system a sound workable system ?    Second,
has it succeeded and is it succeeding f   Third, whatever may be
the difficulties in private Members making constructive proposals,
we must consider what improvements are possible.   Let me take
the first of these issues—is the present system succeeding ?    Un-
doubtedly much of the preliminary work has been done.   Very
large sums are being earned and will be earned by the contractors.
[Interruption.]   I regard the large sums which are earned by the
contractors as a sign of progress.   I am not dealing with the question
of profit.   Very large sums are being earned by the contractors,
which will now emerge in the shape of weapons rather than of
bricks and mortar, which necessarily occupy a part of the first
year of expanded munitions production.   Large deliveries of all
kinds of important war material are now approaching and have
now begun,   I do not challenge that.   I rejoice in it.   I certainly
should not attempt to submit this case to the House by arguing on
false premises.
My submission is that, broadly speaking, the original pro-
grammes, when they were conceived, were less than one-third of
what was then needed, that the original programmes have been
expanded by a series of after-thoughts which would not have
occurred at the outset if a firm view had been taken of the need
and scale of our rearmament, and that the deliveries of these
programmes, both original and supplementary, are in many cases
at least twelve months lagging behind what might reasonably
have been expected. Further, I submit that these evil tendencies,
1 When the division was taken the only Conservatives who followed Mr, Churchill
into the Lobby were Mr. (now the Rt* Hon.) Brendan Bracken, M,P, for North
Paddington, and Capt, H. Macmillan, M,P. for Stockton-on-Teea,
62

